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A SHORTENED STATUTORY PERIOD FOR REPLY IS SET TO EXPIRE 3 MONTH(S) OR THIRTY (30) DAYS, 
WHICHEVER IS LONGER, FROM THE MAILING DATE OF THIS COMMUNICATION. 

- Extensions of time may be available under the provisions of 37 CFR 1 . 1 36(a). In no event, however, may a reply be timely filed 
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earned patent term adjustment. See 37 CFR 1 .704(b). 
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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 
The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

Claiml ,2,4,8,9 and 20-23 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being anticipated 
by Comer' 501 et ai. 

The Comer' 501 et al. reference discloses a fuel dispensing system (see Fig. 3 and 
1) for remote locations comprising a fuel dispenser 50 with plural nozzles and a canopy 
with solar panels 115, credit card payment kiosk (i.e. the use of such Kiosk implies a 
users enrollment to use the designated fuel dispenser and includes an implied consent to 
accept liability associated with the use of such dispenser), video imagery 75, fire and 
smoke detection and a sprinkler systems (not shown, see col. 6, line 3). 

In regard to claim 2, it is implied that any attendant would have access to local 
fire, police and emergency medical services. 

In regard to claims 1,2,4 and 20-23, the method as claimed would be inherent 
during normal use and operation of the device. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 
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(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

Claims 3,6,7,14 and 15 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Comer et al. in view of Bartlett' 8 14 et al., and Struthers et al. 

The Comer et al. reference discloses a fuel dispensing system (supra), but does 
not disclose fuel vapor, impact and carbon monoxide detectors. The Bartlett et al. 
reference discloses another fuel dispenser having vapor/carbon monoxide detectors 34 
and the Struthers reference discloses another dispenser having an impact detector 30 for 
detecting hazardous conditions and prevent a catastrophic condition. Therefore, it would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
modify the Comer et al. system to have fuel vapor, impact and carbon monoxide 
detectors in view of the teachings of the Bartlett et al. and Struthers et al. references for 
detecting hazardous conditions and prevent a catastrophic condition. 

Claim 5 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Comer et 
al. in view ofWebb'790. 

The Comer et al. reference discloses a fuel dispenser (supra) , but does not 
disclose the fire suppressant chemicals/water being provided in the canopy. The Webb 
reference discloses another fuel dispenser having fir suppressant chemicals/water located 
in its canopy for the implied reason of being disposed above an area in which a fire may 
occur. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to dispose the Comer et al. fire suppressant system in the 
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canopy (if not already) in view of the implied teachings of the Webb reference to be 
disposed above an area in which a fire may occur. 

Claims 10-12 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Comer et al. in view of the Minerva S860 (cited by Applicant). 

The Comer et al. reference discloses a fuel dispenser (supra) , but does not 
disclose the fire (i.e. flame) detector as being a solar blind, narrow wave length detector- 
type flame detector. The Minerva S860 reference discloses a flame detector being of the 
solar blind, narrow wave length detector-type used in gasoline environments. It would 
have been obvious to one of ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
substitute a solar blind, narrow wave length detector-type flame detector as, for example, 
shown by Minerva for the broadly disclosed flame detector of Comer et al. wherein so 
doing would amount to the mere substitution of one type flame detector for another 
within the same art field. 

Claims 13 and 16-19 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable 
over Comer at al. in view of Hartsell'299 Jr. 

The Comer et al. reference discloses a duel dispenser (supra) including a wireless 
telephone 105, but does not disclose the phone as having a two-way speaker phone 
capabilities. The Hartsell Jr. reference discloses another fuel dispenser having a phone 
with two-way speaker phone capabilities (see col. 8, lines 22-30) that facilitates hands- 
free use of the communication system. Therefore, it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify the phone of Comer 
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et al. to have two-way speaker phone capabilities (if not already) in view of the teachings 
of the Hartsell Jr. reference to facilitate hands-free use of the communication system. 

In regard to claim 17, any agency that monitors the operation of the Comer et al. 
system may or may not be a security agency by definition and any contract associated 
with such monitoring may take the form of either verbal or written form. Accordingly, 
such a limitation is implied or inherent in nature. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Steven O. Douglas whose telephone number is (571) 272- 
4885. The examiner can normally be reached on Mon-Thurs 6:00-6:30. 

The fax phone number for the organization where this application or proceeding is 
assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status 
information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. For 
more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you 
have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic Business 
Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 




Steven O. Douglas 
Primary Examiner 
Art Unit 3751 



SD 

9-28-05 



